Tom Braden 

McGovern at Oxford: Round 3 


TOKYO — How marvelously life-giv- 
ing that far removed from one’s coun- 
try, one cares deeply about what is 
said in one’s country. Example: To go 
to Vietnam is to hope ■ — no matter 
what one has thought about the mean- 
inglessness of the war — that the 
United States of America will come 
out, if not with honor, at lekst with 
heads up and hearts brave, ready to 
confront, if it must, a real foe and a 
real challenge. 

To the temporary expatriate, fascina- 
tion with the rectitude of the country 
works in smaller ways as well; 
Example: ' the treatment of Sen. 
George McGovern’s London speech by 
the Eastern Establishment press. In 
Tokyo, George McGovern is not of the 
slightest importance; I suspect he is 
of only marginally greater import in 
Washington, and in the United States.' 
If ever there were a clear bet, it is that 
George McGovern will not run for the 
presidency again. 

Yet, I picked up the old newspapers 
here in Tokyo and the first thing that 
caught my eye were the remarks of my 
columnist colleague, Joseph Kraft, 
about George McGovern’s speech at 
Oxford University. Kraft’s remarks 
maddened me as injustice maddens. To 
madden further, there was an editorial 
in The Washington Post suggesting;, 
how proscient Kraft had been. 

To begin with, who is Joseph Kraft 
to say that one of the great weak- 
nesses of the McGovern campaign was 


the number of journalists who domi- 
nated it? I don’t know what number of 
journalists Joseph Kraft can count in 
the McGovern campaign but I do know 
this: Joseph Kraft is a journalist who 
considered himself at one time to be 
the principal braintruster of Sen. Ed- 
'mund Muskie and when Edmund 
Muskie began to fall behind, Joseph 
Kraft was reduced to tearful prose. I 
will tell you further that Joseph Kraft 
is a journalist who never took the trou- 
ble to cover the McGovern campaign. 
Maybe that’s why he doesn’t know how 
few former journalists were running 
it. 

And who is The Washington Post to 
imply that it is sinful to speak criti- 
cism of your country from abroad. 
Surely we have passed the stage where 
a speech at a great institution of learn- 
ing is to be judged on the basis of 
whether that great ^institution is 
“abroad.” 

Did The Washington Post criticize 
Adlai Stevenson when, after his defeat 
in 1952, he spoke criticism of this coun- 
try from abroad? Is every defeated 
presidential candidate to behave like 
Barry Goldwater? One would think 
that a man who has the unique experi- 
ence of running a national campaign 
for the pfesidency^might contribute 
rhore to national decision-making, than 
to put in a sleepy word once in a while 
in favor of continuity 'for Arizona de- 
fense bases. 


To be fair to Kraft, and to The 
Washington Post editorial writer, it 
seems to me doubtful that either had 
read the McGovern text. The wire sto- 
ries from London featured McGovern’s 
| criticism of the man who beat him and 
1 of the press which “never laid a glove” 
on the man who beat him. 

I think McGovern was wrong to criti- 
cize the man who beat him so soon af- 
ter being beaten. But if McGovern 
sounded like a crybaby about the* 
press, did he not — after experiencing a 
presidential press conference in which 
not one member of the press dared to 
ask the President-candidate about the 
Watergate affair— did he not have ' at 
least as much reason to be a crybaby 
about the press as the last candidate 
you can think of who was a crybaby 
about the press? .'SW 

But all this was aside. If critics had 
taken the trouble to read McGovern’s 
speech, they might have mentioned its 
point. It was that presidential power 
was outrunning constitutional restric- 
tions. McGovern suggested ways in 
which Congress could — and in his opin- 
ion should — attempt to adjust the bat 
ance. -oiiksd 

Would anybody . argue with . tlu.s 
thesis? If Barry Goldwater had madej a 
similar plea, the Establishment would 
have applauded. But Goldwater doesn’t 
say anything. McGovern does. 
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(See editorial, F.Y.I., on opposite 
page.) 



